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INTRODUCTION. 


Wuen this address was read before the Bengal Christian As- 
sociation, I had not the slightest idea of publishing it, But as it 
has been alluded to in an Article “On Missionary Ideals— 
The Native Christian Church of the Future,” which appeared in 
the Friend of India of 19th August, and as it is desirable 
that the subject should be discussed in time, I have ventur-, 
ed to publish it, with a hope that my native brethren, the mis- 
sionaries and the friends of Missions may consider whether or not 
there should be one Native Church in India, and what should be 
its constitution. The Friend of India has also alluded to another 
Pe on a similar subject by a Madras Native Clergyman, and 

take the liberty of quoting the remarks here on the two papers, 
that it may be. seen at once what our proposals are. “ Within 
the last five months two Native Christians have made proposals 
in this direction, which demand discussion. One, a highly res- 
pected Deputy Magistrate, read a paper before the Bengal Chris- 
tian Association in April last, on “the Necessity of a United 
Native Christian Church and its Constitution.” We know not 

“of what sect he is, but he sketched out, from the Epistles, a con- 
stitution for a Native Church in which all non-episcopalians 
could be comprised, if the Baptist controversy be treated, as it 
ought to be, as a dispute about non-essentials. He objects to 
diocesan bishops, and would have a bishop and deacons elected 
by every congregation and all meeting in one General Council or 
Court. The second proposal was made by a Native Minister of the 
Church of England to a clerical meeting at Madras in January 
last. Declaring that the Native Church is now unsectarian in 
spirit and practice, and is in a plastic state, this writer, “a high 
churchman,” makes these proposals, and calJs on the European 
Missionaries to take the initiative. “The Indian Church need 
not necessarily be connected with the State; churches and 
cemeteries may be left unconsecrated; some of those ambi- 
gous passages in our Prayer Book, about which even cer- 
tain members and ministers of the Church of England have 
conscientious scruples, may be omitted. Native Ministers may 
be permitted to exchange pulpits-under certain conditions, and 
the native episcopal church may be left free to form a body of 
canons suited to the circumstances of the country.” 
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The system of church organization proposed by me is not what 
is prevalent in any of the churches of Europe and America, and 
pethaps on that account may not find favour with persons, who 
are accustomed to adhere to what they have learned from 
their teachers, the Missionaries. But my native brethren 
must know that, sooner or later, we must have to manage our 
own churches, and it is time now that we should discuss 
the best means of arranging our ccclesiastical affairs, If the 
system I have proposed is found to be not based on the New 
Testament and unsuited to our circumstances, let a better system 
be proposed and let us have it. 


My native brethren will be pleased to veflect on what the Friend 
of India has well said in the concluding portion of the Article 
referred to above, regarding the results that will be effected by 
having one Native Christian Church in India. “The revolution 
need not be sudden—must indeed be very gradual—but it 
would issue in four things. The new Chureh would at once do 
far more than at present for its sclf-support and ultimately 
would relieve the Socicties altogether. In proportion as this 
was done the Societies would go to new districts, As the new 
Church increased it would become a directly missionary agency 
also, And the heathen would be convinced that Christianity 
recognises, neither caste nor sect, colour nor condition, but has 
only one test of citizenship, ‘There are grander ecclesiastical 
questions in the future, evidently, than the cisestablishment 
and disendowment of the State Churches of the West.” 





T. C. MITTER, 


“Hoocuny, 
15th Sept., 1869. 


THE 


NECESSITY OF A UNITED 
NATIVE CHRISTIAN CHURCH, 


AND ITS 


CONSTITUTION. 





My DEAR FRIENDS, 


Tae subject of my address this night to you is—What is the 
necessity for our being united together as members of one vi- 
sible Church of Christ, and, if united, how should our Church be 
constituted? Our Association has been formed for the purpose 
“of promoting godliness and truth amongst ourselves, and of 
protecting the rights of Indian Christians.” Although we have 
thus united together, we are still, as individuals, members of 
the different Churches of Britain, and as such, we are not only 
perpetuating amongst ourselves the divisions which obtain 
among them, but to a great extent we shall fail to promote the 
objects for which this association has been formed. 

Tt is as a United Native Christian Church that we can hope 
to propagate the truth amongst ourselves and our countrymen, 
and to protect our rights as Indian Christians. Some of us, 
however, bear a,kind of relationship to the Churches of Europe 
and America,.and the principles of church government which 
they have learned by such relationship’ may make them 
think, that it is necessary that we should continue to be mem- 
bers of those Western Churches. Necessary for what? Is Na- 
tive Christianity ever to depend on foreign support ? Is it 
because we have received Christianity through the agency of 
the Western Churches that we are to perpetuate amongst our- 
selves their church polity? It should not be so. The Church 
of Christ is a corporate body, and there is no edification amongst 
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its members when they are disunited. The conditiou of this 
union is a belief in certain fundamental truths of our holy reli- 
gion, and the Apostle has said what it is :-—“ There is one Lord, 
one Faith, one Baptism, one God and Father of all.” We all 
believe these truths, and what is there to prevent us from uniting 
together as one visible church, professing certain truths, in 
which we all can agree, and having certain institutions, by which 
our Society may be distinguished from other Societies? Every 
community has certain characteristics ef its own which dis- 
tinguish it from other communities. On referring to the New 
Testament, we observe that even in the times of the Apostles 
there were certain institutions, which were ordained to regulate 
the economy of the Christian Church and also to preserve its dis- 
tinguishing character. No society can continue to exist, unless 
its affairs are controlled by certain regulations, the observance 
of which must be watched over by certain constituted officers, 
As there cannot be different kinds of rules for the management 
of a house, so in the management of the affairs of God’s House 
the rules should not be various. i 

The Scriptures teach us to do all things decently and in order, 
and it is our duty, therefore, to regulate the affairs of our church 
agreeably to tho rules we find to be set forth in the New Testa- 
ment, Without some kind of church government there is no edi- 
fication of the members constituting it. Without it, the church 
cannot exist as a corporate body; false doctrine cannot be 
checked; the disorderly members punished; divine worship 
kept up and the sacraments administered. Now, as members 
of the different sections of the Western Churches, are we able 
to edify each other? Are there not some among us who think 
that those not within their communion are out of the pale 
of the Christian Church, and that Apostolic Succession is ne- 
cessary to give validity to the Christian Ministry? It is to 
be feared that such notions serve to elate those who hold 
them with a kind of spiritual pride. Has the Apostolic Suc-_ 
cession claimed by the Church of Rome preserved it from falling 
into error? Those Ministers of the Gospel can be said to be 
truly the successors of the Apostles, who like them are employ- 
ed in building up the Church. 

It is, then, necessary for our edification that we should be 
united together, and form ourselves into one Native Church. 
Various other considerations point out to us to adopt such 
a course. We are the natives of this country; we have all 
been rescued from idolatry and false religions; we all profess 
to be brethren in Christ; we all jointly believe certain funda- 
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mental truths of the Gospel ; and we know that divisions in 
the Church give rise to strife and unpleasant feeling. We 
have not received Christianity from our forefathers, so that we 
must keep up certain historical associations. The Churches of 
Europe and America may please themselves by keeping up their 
i but fortunately we have none. Christi-* 


historical associations, 
anity has come to us through foreigners, and while we are to 


be thankful to them for what they have done for us and for our 
country, we are not bound to perpetuate their divisions. 

‘As a United Native Church we shall be able to present a bold 
front to the heathenism of our land, and knowing that Christ’s ° 
body is one, let us not say “ T am of Paul and J am of Apollos,” 
We must bear in mind that “ unity is strength.” The division 
of the Christian Church in this country T fear, is one of the 
great obstacles to the spread of. Christian truth among our 
countrymen, for they cannot understand that there is any- 
thing like love among men who are divided into so many 
sects. They also think that as truth is one it cannot exist 
in a community where there are so many divisions. Again, 
Christianity has come to us from the different sections of the 
Western Churches, and the peculiar manner in which those 
Churches are constituted and governed may not suit us. 
Presbyterianism may suit the Scottish Nation, but will it suit 
us ag well? We should have a form of church polity which 
will suit us, and this is the time when we can unite together 
for such an object, for our children will not doit by and by. 
I believe the Churches of Europe and America have been organ- 
ized more or less on the New Testameut model, but at the same 
time the constitution of each Church has been adapted to the 
characteristics and habits of the people constituting such Church. 
Cannot the Indian Church be organized on the New Testament 


model, adapting it to our circumstances ? 


Let us enquire how the Church was constituted in the time 
of the Apostles, You are aware that Timothy and Titus were 
deputed to Ephesus and Crete respectively to organize the 
churches there, and I beg your attention to the instructions they 
received on the subject from the great Apostle to the Gentiles. 
Tt will not do, therefore, to say that in the New Testament we 
do not find any particular form of church government clearly 
enunciated. In my attempt to shew that these instructions lead 
us to think that the two orders of office-bearers mentioned in 1 
Tim. IIL and Titus I? are to be vested with duties of a minis- 
terial character, and that one of them is superior to the other, I 
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have taken the liberty of explaining most of the verses in these 
scriptures on which my views are based, and I have availed my- 
self of great assistance from Barnes’ and Henry’s Commen- 
taries. : 

“A bishop must be blameless.” 1 Tim. IIL. v. 2. and Titus I. 
vs, 5 and 7. Bishop and Presbyter are words used in the New 
Testament to signify the same office-bearer, as will appear from 
a comparison of these and the following texts viz. Acts XX. 17- 
28, I. Peter'V. 1-2. The bishops of Crete were not diocesan bi- 
shops, as they were to be ordained for every city, and conse- 
quently their jurisdiction was a Timited territory and not an 
extensive country. A bishop must be blamclesg, that is, sound 
in doctrine and holy in life. By the purity of his life he must 
exemplify the precepts of the Gospel. He must faithfully admi- 
nister the Word and Sacraments, and should be free from irregu- 
lar habits. 

“The husband of one wife.’ The New Testament rule con- 
cerning divorce is, that there is one cause only for which a Chris- 
tian can put away his wife, and that is, for fornication. When 
the woman is the offending party, she must take the consequence 
of her act. Some Christians, however, think that from wilfut— 
obstinacy on the part of a wife in living separate from her hus- 
band, the latter is at liberty to sue for a divorce ; and in sup- 
port of this view, the 15th verse of 1 Cor. ch. 7 is adduced, 
From verse 11 of this chapter it appears, that he who forsakes 
the other party must either remain unmarried or be reconciled ; 
and in verses 13 and 14, the Apostle advises that every lawful 
attempt should be made at reconciliation, and when this cannot 
be effected, the husband is absolved from his obligation to seek 
a restoration of conjugal rights, and it is this which consti- . 
tutes his liberty, spoken of in v. 15, The Apostle says “ we are 
called: to peace,’ that is, instead of going to a court of justice 
to sue for the restoration of conjugal rights, the unbelieving 
husband should remain satisfied with his lot, taking it as his 
cross. .A Christian Minister should be one who should not 
have more than one wife at atime. By his remarriage during 
his unbelieving wife’s life-time, he fails to prove his self-denial 
and patience ; and is, therefore, incompetent to be a teacher 
of God's people. Christianity forbids polygamy, and the man 
who has or has had more than one wife at a time cannot teach. 
“ Now I say unto you, whosoever shall put away his wife, except 
it be for fornication, and shall marry another committeth adul- 
tery, and whosoever marrieth her whick is put away doth com- 
mit adultery.” The words “the husband of one wife” would 
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also shew that Christian ministers are not bound to practise 
celibacy. : 

« Apt to teach.” His principal duty will be to communicate 
a knowledge of the truth as it is in Jesus, and he should there- 
fore, be ready to teach his flock the excellent way. a” 

«“ Not greedy of filthy lucre.” A bishop must not be covetous of 
money, but must be satisfied with what the Church can afford 
to give him, Wealth is a great engine in Satan’s hands to se- 
duce God’s ministers from their work, and he who aspires to 
the office of a bishop must gount the cost beforehand. Having 
put his hand once to the plough he should not forsake it. As 
in v.8 of Vitus I. deacons are enjoined not to be “ given to fil- 
thy lucre,” it has been argued that originally they were appoint- 
ed to distribute charity. The following texts viz. Acts XI. 30, 
Acts IV. 34, 35 and 37, 1 Cor. XVI. 1st to 4th verse, Gal. IT. 9 
and 10, prove that pastors of flocks are to look after the poor, 
and if the Sth verse of Titus I. be adduced to. prove the secular 
character of the deacon’s office, this verse in Timothy may as well 
be brought forward to shew that the office of a bishop is not minis- 
terial, ‘he injunction in both cases rather shews that both the 
pishop’s and deacon’s offices are of a ministerial character, inas- 
much as covetousness will prove a great hindrance to their 
work. . ‘ 

“One that ruleth his own house well.” 1. Tim. III 4, 6. 
If a minister of Christ cannot govern his own family, how can 
he govem the House of God? In verse 12 this qualification is 
required of deacons, and although it is not stated that they are 
thereby fitted to govern the Church, yet it must be that as they 
were to be employed as ministers of Christ, unless they could go- 
yern their houses well, their teachings would be of no avail. 

“Not a novice.” Before a man is made a bishop he must 
learn his duties in a subordinate capacity. The spiritual pros- 
perity of a congregation depends much on the manner in which 
its spiritual judge discharges his duties, and his ignorance will 
serve to puff him up with pride. No one can be proficient in 
any business unless as an apprentice he has learned it for some 
time” and when this verse is read with verse 13, it is apparent 
that bishops are to be selected from among the deacons, whose 
duties, if they were of a secular character only, would not quali- 
fy them for performing the duties of a bishop. 

“Tikewise must the deacons be grave &c.” As it is neces- 
sary for a bishop to be a man of piety, zeal and faithfulness, to be 
a person who knows how to govern his passions, lusts and appe- 
tites, one who governs his own house well, one who is mild and 
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patient, and holds the truth as it is in Jesus, it is also necessary . 
for a deacon to be possessed of these qualifications, which shews | 
that his office is’ of a spiritual character also. Deacons should 
be free from levity, which is inconsistent with the character of 
-a Christian minister. They must not be deceitful, nor double- 
‘tongued, nor given to wine. The use of wine was forbidden to 
the Jewish ministers when they were engaged in the temple in 
the setvice of God, Lev. XY. 9, Bishops are enjoined not to give 
themselves to wine, and as the prohibition is extended to deacons, 
the ministerial character of their office becomes apparent, for 
when ministers of religion give themselves to wine, they are un- 
fit for their, work and aro a reproach to their profession. They 
cannot teach others to be temperate when they are themselves 
addicted to wine. 
_ “Holding the mystery of faith in a pure conscience.” 
The deacon must firmly believe the great doctrines of the gospel. 
In the 9th verso of Titus 1, a similar qualification is required of 
. bishops, which shews that both these officc-bearers are to be 
., employed in teaching. 
“ “And let these aleo sirst be proved, then let them use the 
office of a deacon, being pound. blameless.” After it has been 
“ascertained that a man is grave, not double-tongued nor deceit- 
ful nor given to wine and that he is sound in the faith, and 
blameless, he is to be inducted to the office of 2 deacon, 

“ Ewen so must their wives be grave, sober, faithful in all 
things.” Levity in a Christian minister’s wife is likely to 
mar bis usefulness. The wife exercises a certain influence on 
the ‘husband, and it is for this reason that a deacon’s wife is re- 
quired not to be vain and frivolous. She must be of sound mind, 
prudent and moderate in her habits, and full of faith in her Sa- 
viour, exemplifying it in all the concerns of life. Why should 
these qualifications be required of a deacon’s wife, if the deacon 
is not to be employed in assisting the pastor in his ministerial 
duties? 

“Tet the deacon be the husband of one wife.” This is 
a qualification which a bishop must have, and I have already 
explained why it is necessary he should have it; and are We not 
warranted for the same reasons to infer, that the office of a dea- 
con is also of a ministerial character ? 

For they that have used the office of a deacon will pur- 
chase to themselves u good degree, &e. The word for which 
“degree” has been substituted here, originally means a step or 
threshold, and it has been used metaphorically to signify that 
the office of a deacon is, as it were, a step leading to a higher 


¢ trey 
office. The natural interpretation of this-vérse will be, that’ the: 
office of a deacon is subordinate to that of a bishop, and that 
after a deacon lias given evidence that he understands the.du- 
ties of a minister; be may be installed in the higher office; 
that is, of a bishop. In every department of a service. there. 
is a gradation of office-bearers, and why should , there -not. 
be a gradation of office-bearers in the church? The word, 
in the original, for which “ great boldness” is used here, signis: 
fies freedom of speech, and the meaning of the passage: ig,: 
that those who have served well in the church as deacons, and 
have thus, acquired a knowledge of preaching Christ crucified;: 
are fitted to become bishops, whose principal duty is to teach: 
God’s people; that is to speak boldly and freely of the faith as 
it is in Jesus; ~ Ls 

I mtay here observe that the seven men mentioned in the 6th 
chapter of the Acts were not deacons, as the word deacon does 
not occur in the context. Moreover those men were appointed 

/ on an extraordinary occasion, but the deacons of St. Paul were 
to be perpetual office-bearers in the churels. : . 

1 have thus shewn the ministerial character of these two ote 
ders of office-bearers from the nature of the qualifications requir=’ 
ed of them, and so far as individual congregations are concerned 
the association of laymen with the bishops for the management 

._ of the congregations igs not to be found in these instructions of 
St. Paul. he bishop should be vested with the whole affairs of 
a congregation, and I beg to refer you'to the following texts, viz 
1 Tim, IIL 1—7; 1 Tim. V. 17; Titus I. 1—6, Acts IV. 84, 85; 
Acts XI. 30; Acts XX. 28; 1 Cor. XVI. 1—4; Gal. IL 9 and 
10. From a comparison of Acts XIX. 17; 1 Cor, XIV. 8,.9; 

-and Acts XVIIL 19, 24 and 26 verses, it appears that there’ 
were more than one congregation in Ephesus, consequently the, 
use of the plural number in w 28 of Acts XX, cannot prove that 
in each congregation there should be’ lay elders. Nor would 
Titus E 6 prove it, for it is not unlikely that in some of the ci- 
. ties of Crete there might have been more than one congregation, 
and the elders thorein mentioned were the pastors of congrega~ 
tions. 

We have thus seen that, in these instructions of St. Paul, two. 
orders of ministers are only mentioned, and that the bishop ia 
to be vested with the whole affairs of his cangregation, the dea~ 
con assisting him in his ministerial duties. Phere is no trace | 
of diocesan. bishops in these instructions, Had a third 
class of superior cffice-bearers been integded, would St. Pgnl 
omit to mention them in his instructions, which relate to the 
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“organisation of two important churches? It is, howeve ped 
: by Episcopalians that Timothy and Titus were themselves 
-Giecesan bishops, but this cannot be correct for we know that 
sthey- had been dgputed simply to organize the churches in 
“Bphesus ard. Crete respectively. I believe that for the sake 
‘of convenience and expediency, diocesan bishops were intro- 
‘duced into the Church, but there is nothing in the New 
“Testament to shew that they ave superior to presbyters de 
jure, divino, Had St. Paul intended that there should be a 
third .order of ministers, superior to the pastors, some such 
‘expression as has been used with reference to the deacons, name- 
‘Ty:their “ purchasing a good degree,” would have been used with 
reference to the presbyters.also. In St. Paul’s salutation to the 
‘ehurch at Philippi, no salutation is made to any other office- 
bearer excepting to the deacons and elders. Had there been 
‘any diocesan bishop in this church, would not St. Paul salute 
‘him also ? 
I now come to the ordination of ministers. There is no such 
‘thing ‘as popular ordination, the power having been given to | 
the bishops only—1 ‘Tim. IV. 14, I have already shewn that the 
seven men appointed for the distribution of charity as recorded in 
the 6th ch. of Acts were not deacons, and their election by the peo- 
ple does not prove the theory of popnlar ordination. We are also, 
to bear in mind that their appointment rested with the Apostles. + 
Although this chapter of the Acts does not prove popular ordi- 
nation, it is however sufficient to shew that the election of the 
pastors should rest with the people, and this is very reasonable, 
The congregation pay the pastor’s salary and the people are 
‘the parties who are to be benefited by his ministrations. 
They will therefore take care to prevent objectionable persons 
from being admitted into the Christian ministry. A congre- 
gation cannot also rule itself, andgthe congregational system of 
church government will not suit our community, for when a 
wrong is done to any individual in the congregation where is 
he to seek for redress? Are not our countrymen prone to be- 
lieve malicious reports without taking the trouble to ascer- 
tain whether there is any truth in those reports, and suppose a 
member is excluded from church membership on a false charge, 
where is he to go to for redress? The Church is a corporate 
body, and does not this system destroy the unity of the church ? 
Although the people alone cannot rule the church, nor can 
lay elders be associated with the bishops in the management of 
individual congregations, there ought to be the lay element some- 
where in the church, for it will be not do to allow the priests to - 


auyeh js a corporate ‘body, ahd: 
vetween the clergy and the laity; 
its doctrines and polity are to be 
to be referred to a General Couns 
cu, consisu. sontatives of the clergy and the laity, 
and the decision of suc Council should be final. The mets 
tipligation of such courts will serge to prolong litigation, ané 
in India, and among our people especially, it should be die~ 
couraged by making the decision of the Council final. Even 
jn the days of the ‘Apostles we find that a General ‘Council. 
was held at Antioch—Acts XV, The matter of the circumei-~ 
sion of the Gentile converts was deeided not by the Apostles and 
elders only, for we read that their decision was approved by the 
eople. : 
i T shall here take the liberty of quoting the present Premier : 
of England’s views on the -functions of laymen in the church. - 
Mr. Gladstone's letter, dated 1852, was addressed to the Primus of 
the Scotch Episcopal Church, and he writes thus: “I understand 
the Reformation, such as you receive it, to have re-established & 
most important ethical and social principle, in throwing upon 
each individual Christian the weighty responsibility of being, 
except in the case of open and palpable offences of whatever 
kind, his own spiritual director, and bimself the sole judge of 
his own need for help in that kind. Now, I do not believe that 
those, who, in the 16th and 17th centuries gave statutory ‘form: 
to the religious changes in England, intended or did anything 
so absurd as to manipulate the lay community of the church in 
respect to their personal action, and then utterly to exclude them, - 
as a lay community, from any regular share in the management 
of church affairs, any liberty of assenting to, or dissenting from. 
the laws ecclesiastical by which they were 80 governed. . No 
course could have tended so powerfully as one of this kind to the 
ultimate disorganisation of the body.” : 
‘The Council of the Church, then, has the power of determining 
questions of doctrine and polity, but from whom does it receive 
its power ? Certainly not from the Civil Magistrate, The great 
Head of the Church has said-—I will give unto you the keys of 
the Kingdom®f Heaven—Go ye into all the world, making disci- 
ples: of all nations, and teaching them to observe all things as F 
fave commanded you. He that honouréth me, honoureth you; he 
that despiseth you, despiseth me.” These Scriptures prove thatthe 
ralers of the Church receive their commission from its great 
Head, and that the church is bound to maintain its spiritual au-_ 
thority. It is true that kings are to be the nursing-fathers and 


“queens the nursing-mothers 

exercise any authority ov@r the 

Lord with fear and rejoice wit. 

‘They cannot arrogate to themselve. 
“only under Christ is competent to ex | OB Ui Ladies 
‘ments of religion are scriptural, and the, can even be traced in the 


“@ld Testament, They are also necessary, for if it is the duty of 


‘the State to promote secular education, it is its duty also to pro- 
mote the spiritual advancement of the people, and that nation 


“which professes to be Christian, and refuses to endow Christianity 
gaust be considered to have thrown off its allegiance to Christ. 


“Church establishments are dangerous only when they are ever 
based on Erastian principles. 7 ; 
While our Church must eschew all Erastian principles, it should 
take care not to fall inte the principles of the Voluntaries. . 
: Btate support of religion should be received on the condition that 


». the crown rights of our Lord are not compromised, 


: i Bed point to which your attention is solicited is, that our 
‘ghurch must be a Missionary Church. We have all been rescued 


- from heathenjsm and darkness. We know the evils of idolatry 


“and irreligion, We believe that those who are without Christ 
Will perish. We know that the Gospel alone can regenerate our 
people, that secular education cannot effect it; and since it is 
our privilege to know the blessings of the Gospel whieh has 
enabled us to'see the truth as it is in Jesus, let us not be selfish. 
Gratitude and love to our dear Saviour, and our duty to our be- 
nighted countrymen ought to call forth our energies, and make 
us undertake the blessed work of evangelizing our countrymen. 
Europe and America have done much for our country, and are we 
to expect their sons to continue to help us if we do not help our- 
selves? It is true that a large number of our community are 
employed under Missionary Societies, but as a body what have 
we done for India’s conversion? Are not the brethren em- 
ployed under the Missionary Societies paid for their work ? 
So long as foreign pay is received by any of us for preaching the 

Gospel to our own countrymen, good but uninfurmed men will 
have occasion to say, as one of them in a speech before the General 
Assembly of his Church a short time ago said -#“ ordination + 
ceased as the feeding of the converts ceased?” Could this re- ° 
proach have beef cast of our native brethren employed in Mis- 
sion work, if it were not that they had to depend for their sup- 
port on Foreign Missionary Societies? At the time'these re- 
marks were made by Dr. Norman Macleod, we shewed them to 
be incorrect, but, brethren, the best contradiction we can give 
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are not to suppose from this that th .@ employ- 
the European and American Soci tte to eae 
Lp alte Our native ministers 24 teachers should 
know taut ey are not, like their. Ev-opean and American 
brethren, the exponents-of the particr“ar form of church polity 
which these Missionary Societies xepresent. Their business ia 
simply to preach Christ eruciffed to their countrymen, and,as 
long as they do that, these Societies cannot interfere with their 
being united together in one Native Church. Perhaps it will 
be said, “ the moment you take such a step the Societies will dis- 
ense with the services of the native evangelists and teachers,” 
do not suppose these Missionary Societies will be so intole- 
rant, but if they are, and our native brethren are compelled to 
leave them, I am sure God will provide for them. We must have- 
faith in God’s promises. Is it not faith that has hitherto 
Pi als the Free Church of Scotland under all her trials, and 
is there another Church in the world so prosperous as she? 
May God bless us, and may we endeavaur to glorify Him in all 
that we do! 


AMEN, 
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